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6 classes were used to reduce noise; will re-do with longer GPM record.
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Current assessment of surface-type impact on SRT: we and colleagues at GSFC noted negative DFR (Ku-Ka in dB). incidence
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 Performed Monte Carlo simulation of DFR, given the single

Collaborated with J. Turk (who did the data analysis)
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TRMM versus rain conditions as seen by Nexrad over ConUS
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